
r4eethg of the ~egati~ of the U.S. Natimal Academy 
of Sciences and the Academy of Sciences of the U.S.S.R. 

on Biological Weapons 

~SWW, octcber a-9, 1986 

Delegations from the U.S. National Academy of Sciences (wttee 
on International SecurityandArm ccartrolsukqoup onBiological 
Weapons) and the Academy of Sciences of the U.S.S.R. met on Cctober 
a-9, 1986, at the Sherr@h Institute of Biooqanic Chnhtzy in 
Mosccw. Dr.JoshuaLederkq, PresidentofRcckefellerUniversity, 
&airedtheAmricandelegation. Dr. DqniysVexdlw, of the 
Institute of BiooqanicChemistry, &air&theSwietdelegation. 

Theagem% forthemeethqmsa synthesis of items -by 
both sides ard included discussion of a) the problem of biological 
weapons and control of their proliferation; b) problems in U.S.- 
U.S.S.R. confidence in areas related to biological warfare ard 
measurestobuildcanfi~intheseareas;andc)possibleareasof 
scientific ccoperationtohcreasecontactsardenhanceconfidence 
betweenAme.ricanandSwietbiomdical scientists. 

Problems of Biolcuical Wea?mns andTheir Control 

Both delegations cam to rapid agreemen tthatbiological weapons 
were extrmely dangemus, had no rational military utility for a 
mpmpmer,arxAthattheirdevelapaentshouldbepreventedin 
acm&ance with the 1972 Biological Weapons Convention. They agreed 
that neither the U.S. nor the U.S.S.R. had used Bw in recent history, 
ardthatbuthcmntriessharedanhterestinpreventingthe 
proliferationanduse 0fEWbythiAparties. 
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meyagreedthatthe~~tasknowwasone0ftryirxjto 
preventBwdevelogmntatanearlystage. TheAmericanside 
~izedthediffiarltiesinvolvedin~thsl~~ 
pemitbdarampmi~ -undertheEi01ogicalweapons 
commtion,andadd?WMdthepmble!nofthedualnataIreof 
fw&m&al research whereby it is applicable to both the civilian 
andmilitaryspheres. Inhemntinthissituationistheunavoidable 
possibilityarddargerofrapidbreakxt frunthe~on. The 
hnerican side eqhasizedthatthecontml ofthedevelcgmmkof Bw, 
unlikenuclear~~l,~d~notanthslimitationof 
technicaldevelopmmtsbutonlimitationsonthetransfffof 
technohgyemanatiq frcmthemedi~cCutmmi~tclnilitary 
organizations. Thekwricansidaex@asizedthatthhclearlygzc6ed 
moxnxmkal challeqes in~finitionandverificatianwhich~dbe 
muchmoredifficulttosolvethananalogauschallengesinthe~lear 
?zeahn. 

TheSwietsidewas eagertorepotithe results oftherecently 
concluded Biological Weapons ccOnrention%viewConfemnc8 in-. 
Ustinw, a&linistryofForeignAffairs representativewhohadbeenon 
theSwietd&.legationattheReviewConference, offered an upbE& 
repotiofthecanference ti emphasized Swiet initiatives made in 
the areaofmeasuesto bmqthen verification. He expressed Soviet 
surprise at the negative msponse of the U.S. at the Conference to 
Soviet proposals for legally bindirrg masures to strengthen the 
verificaticmofthe Cormntion. UstinwcataloguedSwietoffersto 
declarehazardclus facilities andthebasicthrustoftheirresmrch, 
aswellastoeqxMpublicationof research fmn those facilities. 
Hewasoptidsticthatthesenreasures cuuldbeelakratedatthe 
April 1987 m meeting. Inasimilar spirit, sevexalmexnbrs of 
the Swiet delegation made efforts to describe the e k&q 
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~iIlthsirckJnlabearrl exhnd&qminvitatianstothe 
Auericanstovisittheirlabeandtdlkdirectlywithresearchersin 
them. 

Fmblems in U.S. - U.S.S.R. Cunfidence in Areas Related to aJ 

l3eemse of the hherentpcesibility fordud a~licationof 
S biological m5emzhtothecivilianardmilitaryspheres, 
both sides zw3gnizedthatfull~oftiorlnationabazttheir 
scientific -wasthebestwayto~~i~.~ff, 
theyacknmledgedanddiscussedtheexisbmeofbarrierstothis 
opnnessincludirrgnationalsecurityccnsiderations,i.hbtrial 
proprietary seQecyl anldifferences in the scientific cultures of 
each wuntxy. 

Inoneofthe few polemical statements madeatthemethq, 
SchvedkovcdlledattentiontorecentATlu?ricanpress~~abaut 
incmsedDeparbntofEefensesp&hgonBWdeveloy=nrerrtaMI 
possibletestirrg. The Americansidetmkadvantage of this remark to 
stressthatqeninf0mtiononarddebateabouttheU.S. prcgramwas 
a positive develvt, and that the lack of information frcm the 
Soviet side was a source oftensionand amiety intheU.S. abut 
Swiet activities in this area. The American side was responsive to 
Swiet ccncems abut reports of increased U.S. activity, and took 
thecpprhmiQtoc1arifywhattheU.S. was andwas not doing. The 
American sidemphasizedthatthe aspnetry inavailable infomation 
contribtedtoanatmsphemofdistmstardevenatechnolqyrace 
withinthelhuitsofthe&JCcnvention. 

( xnpriordisa~~~ions, theAmericansidehad (ashastheU.S. 
gwe3mnmtwermmyyears)raisedSverdlovskasanissuecormsive 
Of~i~becauseofScnrietreticencein~lying~~~ive 
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informatimontheep~cascalledforuMertheBWConwrtion. 
Dr.Nikifar~,the~FhysicianfruntheMinistry ofHmlthcalledintc 
treat the victims of the 1979 sverdlovsk anthrax epi-c, gave both 
delegatiansa~~lecture~thsepideanic,showleda~slides 
of the victims, and -tow-* me soviet delegation as 
wellastheAmricanswm9quite Mereshd inthepresmtation. 
S~soVietsindicatedtheyhadbeenfamiliarizedwiththesVerdlwsk 
incidentonlyinpreparati~forthismeetiq. TheAmrimnside 
~l~~y~has~suchaseriausissueintheU.S., 
camnded the recent Soviet efforts to be more forthumig with 
information2tbcutthiseverrtanding~,andenceruragedthe 
publicationofthedetails ofthisepidmic forabmaderatience. 

TheAmericans rque&edandwregivenana&3itionalt3mhour 
questionandanswer sessionwithNikifomvardhisa&stant 
Yampolska~toprobe furtherintothemathr(seeattached 
apperdix) . TIE Sovietdoctors~ forthahrg in the session, 
pravidingessentiallythesanreinfo~~antheyhadpmvi~to 
another American scientist in August 1986. Two new pieces of 
informationtheyprovidedwerethatl)theyhadl~ extensively 
werthelastfiveyearsontheSverdlwskepidemictomanySwiet 
doctors, particularly i.ntheSverdlwskregion; and 2) therewere 
incidences ofmxethanoneanthraxcase in some families. 

Possible Areas of Scientific Cmoeration to Increase Contacts and 
EIlhame cJ3nfidenc.e BeMzenScientists 

-sides agreedthatscientificcooperation inthebicmedical 
areacculdcmtrihtewertheloqtemto enhmcedcmfidence 
thr&ghpemonalcuntactsandtheopenhqupofawiAowonthe 
activities of the other side. TheSoviets, not surprisingly, were 
eager for scientific cfcopemtion ard wntacts. r4irzabekovIlotedthat 
thecuzm3tU.S. poliqseemdtobeoneoflimiting Soviet access to 
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bioMcbmlcgy Md genetic wineerw, ard said that a first step 
tmaxdenhamirqcmfidence~dbetogainarelaxationofthe 
cllrrmt rerstrictions. 

Sv&lwfirmly&4lshedfortheestabl~ofanAcademyto 
zxademyinstituticmalmechanismforscientificcoaperationdjxectly 
relatedtoconfidence=W~inthethearea. ZheAmericanside 
saidtheessential criteria for cocpmltiveprogranrs~thatthey 
be: 1) of humanitaxian significance amI great medical benefit; and 
2) tha&heylerd themselves totruescimtificrecipnxityarxl 
symetryof input. TheSwiets stmssed the criteria of 1) 
humanitarian significance and 2) prestige anlabilitytoattrack 
first-ratescientistsonbothsides. Bothsidesagmedthechosen 
topics shmldholdgrmtprmnise for scientific success. The 
&nerican side stress& thathumnrigbts issues remainapxsible 
barrierto axperationbecausemnyAmericanscientists~ 
cooperationwithS0vietsunti.l cerWnhmanrights cases are 
resolved. 

The specific areas for possible collaboration raise3 in this 
meetinqweml) struct&ofthehumngenomt2)develqnentand 
cell differentiation inmncer: 3)vaccinedevel~;4) genetic 
engineeriqofplants(aSovietpropAainmdathelpingard 
including the Third World); 5) xuatational genetic load of man in the 
biosphere. 

General obsemations 

TheaWmphereof thismeeting, caning- theEMCReview 
ConfWandbefOre Reykjavik, was very gcod. There was rapid 
agreemntonthe necessityofdismuragingBwdevelopment,ard 
intemstuq discussions on possible areas for scientific 
collaborationardontangential scientific topics. TheSwiet. 
delegationindicatedpriMtelythattheyhad~b~ttgge~aS 
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ad8legationfarthafimttinmf~thiSnmthq,~hadbeen 
briefedbcrthaltheamdlwt3kiru=identanlalthe83cmview 
mrmrmcaalsofarthef~timein~tionfarthis~. 
medisalssicmOftheSverdlovakinc~waseoctremely~ 

lhsrewwsmlytmorthreeirxtmjectimsthatcaildbe 
cJlam~izedaspolemical. -sl~~~-ing 
wexySovietnuclearamscontrolpmpcsalarvlcallingattentionto 
Americanpress rep0132 aba& U.S. Bwactivitieswas one of them. 
MostmemtmsoftheScvietdelegationwereseriousan3pmninmt 
scientists, ratherthanpoliticaltypes. 

Sagdeevcam inattheend, primarilytogive -Academy 
eniorsmenttQthe a&inuat.icnofthisdialajueandtheinitiation 
of accoperative scientificprogram. Hedidmakeamnblb-g 
stateme&disaB~thediffelmces M3B3ltheBwplXbhIUandthe 
nucleararmsprubleln,incl~an unchmcteristicallyc!atic 
remark,~daysbefo~ths~~avik~,abaRthosewho~d 
defersubstarrtial reductions innuclearamsncwforaperhape 
unoMainablehapeofprotectingerRirepoFulatiansfrcPnthenuclear 
threat~hinthefuture. 

~~~inj~ludedwithan~that~~side~d 
taketheresultingideasbacktotheirrespectiveAcademiesfor 
furtherdiscussicn,aMthatperha~therewuuldbeanuthermeting 
of this grcup in Wash&$on in May or June 1987. 



Meetisq 0f the megati0ns of the U.S. Naticoldl Academy 
of sciences and the Academy of Sci- of the U.S.S.R. 

0nBi01~iC2llweap0ns 

~06~0bf, octaber a-9, 1986 

The first sessian of a trrlo-day meet* of delegations of the U.S. 
Natbnal Academy of Sci- (a sukgr~~ of the wttee cm 
InternationalSecurityandAnas~l)arrltheAcademyofSciences 
of the U.S.S.R canvened at 11:30 a.m. an October a, 1986, at the 
shm Institute of Biooganic Ckmbtry iJlMOSCW. 

ThemembersoftheU.S.delegatbnwere: Joehua-kkeq, 
chainnan;1vanBennett;PaulMarks:z4lWander RichtJ0hnSteinbruner; 
TheodoreWodwaxd,andLynn~(Seeattachment#1). 

The members of the Swiet delqati0n were: Academicians R.Z. 
. Sagdeev, N.P. Winin, ti R.V. Petrovt Co- Members V.T. 

~vanav, A.D. Mirzabebv, and E.D. sverdlw; Academician S.G. Drozdw; 
Dr. Y.A. S&W: Dr. V.I. Ustin0v; Dr. O.M. Lisw; & Dr. Y.K. 
Shiyan (See~attachment #2). N. Belcrusov andm. Qlesnokov f?xnn the 
Foreign Relations Department of the Academy of Sciences of the 
U.S.S.R. also sat in on portions of the meetirq, as did tw0 
unidentified individuals said to be experts on the subject sitting in 
0nbehalfofAcademicianSa~wtrowasabsentmostOfthemeeting. 

IW?WV~thelIWtingbyWl~eVeryanetotheshemyakin 
IIlStitUte. ~~ress&kademicianovchinnikav~sregretthathewas 
unabletoattendthismeetingbecausehewasoutofthe~try. 
Ivan0vn0tgdthe~iticustimingofthismeetiq, -just a few 
daysbeforetheReaga~G0rbachev ReykjavikmeeW. 
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SverdlovsaidhehadbeenaskedbyOmMm&mvtoco-&airthe 
meeting with Ledebeq. Hesuggestedtheybeginwithintmductions. 
HesaidtheSovietdel~tianccols~l;rm~yofpeoplefroanthe 
AcademyofSciencesoftheUSSRandtheAcladearyofMedical Sciences 
andthatthey~well-)axlwnpeopleintheSoviet~~involvedin 
biologyandmdicine. He intr&m&eachpersonandgavetheir 
affiliations, as inaicated on the attached delegation list. He added 
that~~was~oftheInrrmrnologistSocietyardamemberof 
boththeAcadeqofSciencesanlthe~ofMedicalSciences. 

thanked sverdlw. Herecalledhislastvisittomscow 
inJune1985,~therehad~agoodapeningdiscussianonthese 
issuesinthemqularCISACmeeting. Heexpressedregretthat 
oV~couldnutatteM,lcrut thankedhis institute for its 
hospitdlityandnotedthesymbalicimportanceofholdingthemeeting 
atan institution~excitiqadvames were taking place. 
Led- introducedhisdelegationas follows: IvanBennett, a 
ProfessorofMedicineand fome.rDeanoftheNewYorkUnivexsiQ 
SchoolofMedicine,a1~3lorqastudent ofthepr&lernsofBW;Fml 
Marks, PresidentoftheMemrial-SloanCancer Centerardknmn for 
h&leadership inscientific reseamh in cell biology ard cancer; 
Alexander Rich, professor of biology at MIT who has done important 
work, includiqdiscmm&gnewformof~~A, andwhohadworked 
closelywithMi.rzabekmrtl%cdoreWocdward, aprcfesscrof infectious 
diseases attheUniversityofMarylarkdardchai.xmanof theArmed 
Forces Epidemiology Board, whi& provides scientific guidance to U.S. 
AmyPmgrams;JohnSteinbruner, apolitical scientist, Director of 
the ForeignFQlicy Studies Programat Brc&iqs, ardanmberofthe 
regularCISACcmmitteetandLvnnRusten,stafftotheCISAC 
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mmitteeoftheNational~of Sciences. L&erbeqsaidhewas 
PresidemtofMckefeller University, andhadspentmanyyears at 
Stanfordtea~mlecularbiology. 

Svexdlwsaidheand lMez&xyhaddiscussedtheageMa(see 
attachment #3) andthattheyhadagreedtodisaw todaythe problem 
of biolcgical wedpans amI the recmt Biological W@q?ons Convention 
ReviewConference. He saidthey&dworkinanaw of 
cardorandopmness, witheveryonefreetolnah cmmentsatanytime. 
He saidtheycmldqerx2theentiredayonthe first point, -then 
go on to discussions of possible areas of coopration the SecoId day. 
He said L&erbeq wmld start on the fizst point with a position 
PaperhehadPrepared. 

said he appreciated this qportunity for discussion. 
He said he had been involved for 16 years in efforts to control 
biological weapons, that he had played an active role in the U.S. in 
efforts resulting inPresiderrtNixon'~unila~moratoriumonBW. 
He saidheadvisedthe 
during the negutiation 
loq prior to that, he 
biological research be 
militarypmposes. 

U.S. Zums Control and Disarmament Agency 
of the Biological Weapons Convention, ti that 
hadadeepwncern thatthefruitsof 
used for the benefit of mankind, not for 

erbeqsaidthisgrwpdidnotneedtoberemim9dofthe 
urgent reascms for s- controls on biological weapons, 
hmeverhebmught a copyofapriorstatementr~iewingtheissue 
for thebenefit of thosepmsentwhohad not participated in the 
previousmeetings. Ledeheq said the recently concluded five-year 
reviewcmference on the m Cmvention demmstra tedthe importan~of 
reviewccnferences and of efforts to streng&en the treaty. He said 
this~wasan~rtantstepforward,ardthattheir 
di~sianhere~dbevery~inthespiritofimplement~the 
s~masuresadvccated at- 
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Lederbqsaidthatevenwiththebestofgccdwillandmuhml 

confidence, theamtmlofB7posedseriousdiffiaiRies, an3 it 
mi*tnotbepossibletc solveallofthemasloqas there remained 
unresolvedscuces of hterstxteccnflict. Hesaidthateven while 
we=Wtprogress tawardbroaderaimsofhammy,prevalent 
suspicians,fearsanddoubtsabcortBW~aseriausabstacleto 
those goals. Confidence-buildirqmeamres therefore remahedthe 
mostimportarRstepwecceiLdtake,bothfor~~controlardfor 
broaderaim. 

saidcertainpmgresshadalsobeenmadeatthe 
ConferemeonDisarmamerrtandinbilateraldiscussionstcrwards 
advancing ncn-pmliferationanddhmanmt inthechem.ical~pons 
field. Hesaidhisowndiscussionmuldcenterentirelyon~with 
infectiousagentstothe exclusionoftoxinsarYlof CW, while 
aclcnawledgingthatprogressineachareMcolrtributedtotheathers. 
He said he was therefore mre optimistic than had been possible for 
sevexal years. 

erbergsaidhewouldbeccqact inhisoutline,hutevenso, 
histalkwmldtakeanhmr. He welcmed guestions at any time. He 
identified the central difficulties in Bi anns-contml as a) 
definition; b) verification; c) the rapid advance of biotechnclqy; 
and d) the potential for rapid breakout. 

saidreseamhanddevel0EgnentrelatedtoBwwa.s 
difficulttodefine, somchscthatdefinitionmightbe agraver 
problemthanverification. He said the scale of facilities needed 
forprc&ction forbiddenurderthe Elwcwas fairlysmallarddifficult 
toseparatefrcmthescalefor ?Temanhanddevelopmentwilichwas 
allcwedurderthe WC. Hesaiddefensivewcrk, suchasthe 
p~~~of~ccinesorthetestingofpotentidl threat agents in 
orderb3refineccunteIm=mW, was difficult tc separate from work 
with offensive goals. Lederbeq said the Bwc was scumhat vague' 
aboutthe1~e.l ofprcductionthatmuldclearlymarkaneffort as 
offensive and illegal. Atthesameth,biawedicdl research, their 
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~waragainst~ture~s~~,requiredalmostidenticaltools, 
trair&q,andknmledgeasthosewhich~dhavepotmtialmilitary 
application. Headdedthat, comersely,workinm.ilitary 
laboratorieshadplayedanimportantpa.rt inthehistoryofthe 
- of ccmmunicabledimases . 

said the limitations of Ewe verification by National 
TechnicalMeans(NIM)havebeenwellux&r&mi; several states were 
reluctanttosignatreatythatseen&todependentirelyon 
coopemtive verification. He said cooperative verification was 
tightly intertwinedwithmutual confidence: eachwonthe 
Other. He said it shtidbe inthe interest of eachstatetodo 
eveqthingpossibleto reasmretheothers. Hesaidhewaspleased 
that a reaffirmation of this principle, and hopefully a fresh start 
initspractice, were signalledata. Merberg saidCWa.nns 
controlmayalsoshcxJhclw~tudllysatis~~~reg~ of inspection 
maybecraftedthatccPildlaterbeapplicableto~aswel1. He said 
hewouldsaymoreaboutconfid~-idolater. 

saidthegmwthofbiotecimologyposedotherptilems. 
It would eventually enable the production of Bw agents of greater 
precision of taqetability and ccntrol, attributes that were far more 
importantthanlethdlitytomakethemmoreusableformilitary 
purpces. Hesaidthe futurepmspectsofsuchmilitazyuses 
heightenedtheanxietyaboutthe intentions ofworkthatwas kept 
secret. At the sametime, industrial biatcechnologyhadalready 
greatly~w~l~~tinlargescalemicrabiologicdl 
facilities which might have dual potential (i.e. to produce Bw 
agents). He said there was also a certain international ampetition 
foreconcmic~, and i&ustrial proprietary secrecYd=l-=Y 
ccrmplicatetheefforttobuildconfidencebythe freer-e of 
information. 

Le&rbeqsaidtherewas,ardshmldbe,graveconcernahout 
breakoutbecxusehcwevereffectiveanarms-controland 
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~i~ldirrgregime~micrht~dtaaormw,eitherside's 
accuulated kmwlm, technical knowhcwand i&ustrial facilities 
wuldberapidlycmver&d fmnciviliantomilitarypmposes. 

saidthatmdicalscientistsinanycumtrytherefore 
hada~~cated~ofcanscience:~theanehand,tosustain 
theircwncumtry~sseazri~withrealisticadviceabout 
vulnembilitytoattackwith~; ontheothertodo allpossibleto 
assurethatbiologicdlweapans~neverused,~~produced,and 
insofaraspossibleneverdwelopedbyanyane. Lsderbeqsaidhis 
advicetohisgw erment had always been, unequivocally, to avoid Bw 
asamilitaryweapon;ardhebeli~~anyinforraedmedicalscientist 
would speakwiththe samvoice tohisgoverment. Hesaidopenness 
may therefore have a twofold benefit: to prwide reassurance 
buildingcmfidenceasbetwem ccuntries;ardtogivemedical 
scientistseveqwherethehestopportunitytoadvisetheirown 
gwm about the wisest policies for their own national as well 
asglobal interests. He saidhe feareddwelm of Baby 
gwernmntswholadkedgmdadvice frmscientistswhohewits 
dangerM uncontmllability. 

erberqsaidmdical scientists,besidestheiruniqueethical 
situation, also were uniquely qualified to work out the mst feasible 
framework of cooperative verification, to m%rstand its 
possibilitiesarxAitslimits, andtotahanactiverole inits 
implementation. He said they had a difficult task in thinkhg of 
masures that could meet the constraints of verification, definition, 
rapidtechnologyandbreaIwutwellenoughtoprcmte confidenceand 
enhanmmutualsecurity. Hesaidtheycculdnotexpectperfect 
solutiansw~~t,ardpragmatica~~wouldneedthe~t 
thoughtful participationof scientists frumallsides. L&erbeq 
said itwas therefore especiallygratifyingthattheyhad succeeded 
in~~forttrismeeting,arditsparticvlarmembership. 
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Turniqtoscmremarksaboutconfidmce-Wildimg,Lederberysaid 

theGenevaEWCReviewConference suggesteda~ofmmsures, 
abweallmutual consultationin a varietyoffonms andwiththe 
participatim of expe&. He said the U.S. gwemmnt had 
aclmmledgedthevalueofinfonmlexchanges,tiencuxagedthem;it 
dlsoinsistedthatfonaalccnsultatianwithintheternrsofthe~~ 
nutbewaded. AmetitqwasagreedtobeheldinGenevainApril 
1987 to wrk cut the mdalities of exchange. He said today's 
discussioncmldbeusefulincutliniqcertainmasums.Other 
steps includedtheregistrationofhigh-hazard facilities, andthe 
publication of researchre.laWtcW. Hesaidthewerallframwork 
of scientific coopzration in biote&no 1qyarrlotherbicmWical 
researchshouldbebolstered,ardtheyshoulddiscussallofth~, 
andotherpossibilities, atthismeetirq. 

erbergsaidhe~dnatbecandidifhew~looked~thas 
been a major impeaiment in xmtual wnfidmce fmn a U.S. perspective, 
and that his delegation was aso here tc learn what the U.S.S.R.'s 
concemsmightbe. He saidhewas gladto a-ledge amajor 
positive step on the U.S.S.R.'s part in opening up discussion about 
theanthraxmtbreakinSv~wskin1979. Hesaidthiswasagreat 
Step* Hewantedtoqlainwhata seriousissuethishadbeen inthe 
U.S. He saidtherehadbeensameprapaganda surroundingtheissue, 
butthatalsotherehadbeenatthehighestlevels ofgwermenta 
sincere adoptionofamalignantinterpretationofthatevent. 

said he was glad there had been a chance to ventilate it, 
andthathehadbeendelightedtolearnf~~.MatthaJMeselson 
abcuthisvisit inAugustthisyearwithMoscuwpublichedlth 
officialswhowezdimctly involved inmanagingthatoutbreak. 

said Meselson had briefed this delegation about what he 
learned. I.ederbeqalsoreceivednotesofDr. Antonwls reporttc 
theBwcReviewconference onthesamsubject. Hesaidthesere&ts 
provideddetail that was nothithertc available andopenedup clear 
channels for furthex discussionwiththerelevantplblichedlth 
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authorities, alla very large &positive stepthathe ccmeMed. 

saidhewasgladthatDr.Nikiforav~dparticipate in 
thismetbqsctheycculddiscusstheissueagainmorefully. He 
saidhehqedthiscculderaseaneedless@ntofcuntrm~ 
betwemtheirtwcznmtries. Hesaidtheepidemicwasasubjectof 
ccnsiderablescimtific intemst, andhqedtheywuuldhavetimefor 
sameinformaldiscussionwiththeprincipalstolearnnw>refrrnnthat 
perspective, as well as to advance the~licationofdetail in away 
that might wercmre theaccumlatedspeculatianofthepastsixor 
seven years. 

saida mredifficultproblem, becauseitmusttouchon 
the policies of asntrolled disclosure that were the privilege of each 
ccuntry, was wider N of information abmt facilities that work 
onB+relatedn&ters. The U.S. already p~&lished scxne infoxn&ion 
onthesesubjects. Iede.&ztqsaidhewasnotauthorizedtosp~&on 
behalf of the U.S. gwe,rmmt, butwasccalfidentthatmanystil1 
1arVersteps~dbeagreedtoanareciprocdlbasis. Hesaid 
withoutbroaderdisclosure, manybiotechnology-related facilities in 
theU.S.S.R. nmmedtobe Bw-relatedcaused anxiety, and motivated 
initiatives to match them in the U.S., resulting in a tacit Bw 
technology race within the latitude of the treaty. Lederbeq said if 
these anxieties were groundless, it was not in the U.S.S.R.'s 
interestthattheybesustainedbyarefusdltodiscussth~;~ 
needless to say, viceversa. 

saidthhdpartyandtexroristuse ofmshouldbea 
matterofequal concern to the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. Similar 
concerns ahcut CW have been discussed bilaterally at &me. He said 
ifthey cculda&ievehighermutualconfidenceabutBW,theywould 
bebetterableto advance their mutual stance about Bw proliferation 
andterrorism 

said an important bjective, aswellas 
mstmmh&ity,ofwnfidence-buildingmeafllreswasenhamed 
scientific cooperation. It was unrealistic to eqect striking 



9 
PrCTe=h cwperation so loxq as fear about the other side's 
te&nolcqywasthedminantemtion inthe relationship. He said the 
U.S. cold bmefit frcan Soviet experience arrd skills in many aspects 
ofepidemicdisease;ardtheamverse was true for industrial and 
pharmaceutical biotechnology. Hesaidthatmst important, perhaps, 
was thatthethixdworldwaslegitimatelydemardingthatboth 
superpcrwersmitigatethebilateralprablems, anddevote attentionand 
mmurcestoitsneeds. 

saidhehadasanappen%ixexcerptsfromArticlesVti 
Xoftheagreedconferencereport frmthe1986 Genoa EWCReview 
Confmce,butinthe interestoftimehewouldjusttablethem 
ratherthanreadthelnaloud. Hewncludedhis statement,whichwas 
met with applause. 

Sverdlwsaid~~'s~~wereofw~idingimportance, 
andthathewculdaddafewwordsofhisown. HeqwtedaSwiet 
scientist who said: "Science lies in the palm of the state and warms 
itself on the heat of that palm" SverdlwsaidsciencewasbexmCq 
increasinglyhot, thattheroleof sciencewas increasingwiththe 
greater develmt of society. He said the scientific ccnmnity was 
a presence in today's arena thatcouldnotbeignored,ardthatits 
role should be positive. He said sciencehadbeenusedbothto ham 
a,ndtobenefitmankimd. MadamCuriedidnot realizeherdisccveries 
wouldresultinthebmb. Sverdlwsaidhewas a specialist in the 
chemistq of radioactive isotopes produced by neutron absorption. He 
saidhewas struckbyscmeofthethingswritten in abcokbyRalph 
LappcalledTheNewForce: Atoms andMen. Lappparticipated inThe 
Manhattan Project. Inthisbookhewroteabouttheqthof 
radioactivity, sayingthatHim&imaprovedthata city couldbe 
lived inafterbcmbing, thatradioactivitywas not as dangerous as it 
was'once thcught to be. SverdlwsaidthatLappdidnotforeseethe 
long-texm conseqmces. Sverdlwsaidtcdaypresen ted a situation 
like that of the 1940's and 1950's, when lots of gaps in our 
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khow1edgtexiss. Hesaidtodaywedidnotforeseethelcq-term 
consequencesofdevelqmantsinourlabs. Hmwer,hesaidthe 
biological scienceswere inabette.rstagethannuclearmsearch 
becausethere~as abanonbiologicalmpons callixj for the 
destructionofallstcckpiles. Sverdlwsaid thiswasafirststep 
toWazdtheeliminationofallwmponsofmas!z destruction. Hesaid 
attherecentReviewcanference theydeclared that all biological 
weaprmsweredisposedofardthesigMtoriescauldwnt~lxrilding 
onconfidence-buildingmeasums. 

Sverdlwsaidhewasp~iedalx,withthedifferences 
between biological researchandatcmicbcmbzsearch.Hesaid 
nuclearresearchwaswntrolledbythestate, because itreguked so 
mchcapital, etc. But biological research Was undertaken privately 
insamecountries,soitwasmoredifficulttocontrolbythe 
gwemmmts. Hesaidtheyhadtothinkaboutthedangersofthis 
researchandpossibilityofcircumventi~oftherules and 
regulations gwemirkg it. He saidscmeoftheissueswerebeing 
oversimplified. He said the Nobel&t Wilbur had said that any 
reambinationwaslessdangeruus tllanna~ occurrences. Another 
Nabelistbeliw~thatinthelabstherewas~newor~~ 
thanoccumed innature, likerecmbination, mutants, etc., andthat 
whathadnotbeencreatedinnaturewmldbeinthefuture. 
sVerdlw,hcrwarer,saidthatwfiathappenedin~turehappenedonan 
individual Scale, butinthelabtheycreatedpqulations and 
favorable wrditions for their sunrival, and they did not know what 
wmldhappeniftheyescapedfrmthelab. 

sverdlwsaidthereweretmcamps: theprophets ofdocmandthe 
optimists. He said they shouldbemreattentive tothepraphets of 
dom,learningalessonfrmthenegativeresultsofatomic 
reseamh. Hesaidthiswastheviewpcintofthe staffofhis 
institute, tithattheyhaddkussed itwiththeirdirecto rl 

I . w&mmlwv . He saidtheydesignedtheirlabas a P-IIIlwel 
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wnMmentlabaxxAitmsbecmiqalnmtaP-IVlevelwnt&mnt 
lab. Hesaidhewasofferigthis infozmationabouthislabashad 
beenmgge&edattheMAwConference. svemwsaidtheywere 
developiqavaccineagainstl~isofcattle. Hesaidtheyspent 
$5million forthelab ontcp ofrubleqzeditures, andthatthey 
werewillingtodothistopratect~ andtheenvimnmnt.He 
saidthelab~dbeccwpletelyapenardheiweveryanepresent 
to visit it when it came on line and said they wuuld be free to ask 
questionsoftheworkers,etc. Sv~wsaidthisshouldbean 
impoztantdiscussionpointofthisseminar. 

SverdlwsaidhissecoxIpointwasthattheprcblemof 
wnfidenc&xildi.ngmeasures wasamstcrucialissue. Hesaidif 
thereweremtualwnfidence,thenissuessuchasprapagandaabcut 
certainwentsbecamelessimportant. Hesaidforinstancethatif 
he tiF3ichwere in frequent contact, arxIiftheremallegations 
thatRichwasinvolvedindarelaping~,thatSvenllwwauldbeable 
todiscountthose allegations. ButifhedidnotknowRichandhis 
~rk,hewouldnotbeabletoevdluatethosecharges. 

sV~wsaiditwasimportanttowllaborateonthemosthumane 
biological prablems. Hesaidinthismeetingtheywuldfonnulate 
areas of wllaborationtopresenttotheirAcademyle&rships. He 
noted the existing rewrd of scientific collaboration, recalling a 
tim~theytriedtooqanizeapermnentseminar onmolecular 
biology. Hesaidthefixstnmeting,atter&d by DavidBaltimore, 
occured in1975 inKiw, butthatregrettablywas the firstaradlast 
meeting. Sverdlwsaidtheyhadbilateral symgosiumswithother 
Westerncumtries,butregrettablytheydidnotknowasmchabout 
scientists in the U.S. He saidthiswenttothelwel of frierdship 
aswe.llastoprofessionalrelationships. Sverdlwaskedthatthese 
pointshe?zdsedbeaddedto Lederbqls list of issues tc discuss. 

Petrwsaid Lederbezqhadmentionedthe ethical responsibility of 
scientists. Petrovsaidthiswaswell u&mtoaIandt.hatitwashis 
B that this responsibility rested heavily on scientists 
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whohadmademajorbrmkMm@m. Hesaidtheywerefamiliarwith 
hdehexgtsaccaqlishnmts.Hesaidthesetechniques~now 
availabletoThemaninthestzeet,ttardthatmaintainingthe 
respansibilityofscierrtistswaseasiertoachi~thanresolv~the 
responsiMlityof%heman inthestreeLtt petmvsaidthis ethical 
dimnsionbecamvexyinportantbecausewhoknewwtratweretheethics 
of them inthestreet. Hesaid itwasdifficultto predictthe 
areas inwhichamajorbr&Mmxgh wculdbedissexninatedto lesser 
minds. 

petmvsaidhewasan immmologist,txyirx~toremveimmi~by 
creatingtissue cmpatibility. He saidifthis occured bya= 
method,thenBWwou.ldnotbeneeded. Anygermintheenvimnmnt 
wouldbemneadanger, thebodymuldbeopentoassaultbyhostile 
cl-* Petmvsaidhesaidthistomakethepointthatsmeone 
neededtomakealistofthe~potenthazardauslinesof 
biological resarchanddetermimwhethertheresarchwas 
necessary. He said itwasnecemary tomonitorandverifythese 
research facilities, and asked where the dividing line was to be 
drawn. Petrov said genetic engineerim~ was on the hands-off list. 
He asked whether suppression of inmmiw fortransplantsne&edtobe 
closelymn.itored. He reiteratedthenecessitytolistthese 
@entiallydangemusareasardtomakhumankiMawareandalerted 
tothedangem. 

sVerdlwagreedpetrovtspointshauldalsobediscussed. The 
meetingbroh for lunch. 

Afterlunch,Richsaidhem.ntedtomkesc~~statements 
reinforcirqscareofthe ammentsmade earlier. He saidthat Bwwere 
wfzgons of mass destruction, and that both the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. 
alreadyhadweaponsofmassdestmction. Hesaidthe factthatother 
nationsmightdevelopE9Wposedagreat risk, and itwas inboth 
countriestself-interesttosetupasystemofadherence tothemc 
andtomke it impossible for others todwelopBw. Richsaidtieir 
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courrtrieS'interestswere~inthisarea,~theyhadthe 
opportunityheretoexlercise~ty. Heasbdwhether they-d 
inventpoliticalandsocialmechanismwhichwuldbuildmnfidence 
and~thetreaty. Heaskedwhether theycmlddothiqsto 
msurethat&Jdevel~wasnutbeingamsidemd.~saidhe 
couldthinkofmanya~~,andthelllostdnrioushadtodowith 
openness. Hesaidtheyintha U.S.- Mmzsted inandenccuraged 
by the Swiet policy of ttglasnust.tt He said this principle could be 
applied in the field of B7. Richsaidhewantedthiskirdof 
activitytobediscmraged intheworld, thathedidnotwantm 
falling intothehards ofterrorists, andsotheywereleftwiththe 
challerqeofiment~m&anismthathildconfidence. 

SchvedM~said itwashisprivilegetoalldress thismeetingina 
broader framwork. He saidthisreflectednotonlyhowhe felt about 
it, butalso~thisprofessionasapalitical scierrtistmtivated 
him to do. Referriq to the hazards aMI daqers of Bw proliferation, 
S~~saidhehadbeenasksdatl~whethertheSwietSwere 
worried abuut the develqmt of WJ in the U.S. He said the U.S. 
presshadgiventhem reasOntOW0~. He said it was onethingwhen 
they wrote about dwehpents in MutheastRsia, butanotherwhen 
they wrote abut Department of Defense activities. He said the 
Washinaton -andWall StreetJournal rep0rtedonU.S. programs to 
test B7. Schvedkwsaidtheywere colluxnedabautthese 
developments. However, despitethis, he saidhewantedtomke clear 
theyregard&theEAJCRwiewConferenceasa firststeptoward 
eliminating~~ofmassdestructionardchangingthewayof 
thbkhJiXltkiScentury. He said in the late 1960's, same people 
thoug&BWcouldsemearational purposeasweaponsofmass 
destzuction or for terrorists, but this realization did not cume that 
easily to the U.S. Schxdkovreferred~almokbyGrahnAllisonon 
U.S. foreign policy which demanstratedthatthe rational a.qm&ntto 
give up WJ was resisted by DOD. SchvedIuvsaidpmofofthisexisted 
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in recent reports in the U.S. press. He said fmn a broad political 
pempwtive, it was nut possible to examine cumpliancewiththeENc 
outsideofwnfidence-buildiqbelmeen the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. 

Schv~saidtheScvietsdidwanttopmgressinadvancingnew 
innwativecacepts. HerefermdtctheScvietpmposaltoelimimate 
nucleECWElpcI7saIIdtheWarsaW Pactp?qosaltomakedeepaItsin 
weaponsfrantheAtlantictctheUrals,buthbutressedbytheir 
mxatoriunonnucleartestiq. He saidtheseproposals signified 
prcgressinthethoclghtoftheScvietpeupleandleademhip,tithe 
desireOftheleadershiptodealwiththc6ewncerns. He saidthey 
d.idnotbeliwetheAmrican GenemlsanymrethenAmricanGeneral~ 
beliwedthem, sotheytoowanted far-reachingverification. He 
quoted a Gorbachev interview of September 9, 1986, in which he said 
therewuldbea supranationalnetmrkofcTBverific&icn. 
Schvedkovsaidthattohimpersanally,thiswasaseric~zs~with 
far-reaching inplications. He saidthe Swietgwe reccgnized 
the feasibility of international andsupra-national forms of 
verification. HesaidtheWarsawpacCtinitspropxalswascalliq 
for verification and on-site inspection, ard that in the Chemical 
weaponstalks~ywerediscussingfar-reachingmethodsof 
verification. TheStcckholmacwtirepresentedearlystepstmard 
confidence-buildingmasures. 

Schvedkovapologized fortalkingabxtthings sc remte fromm, 
butsaidtheywererelated. HesaidB?couldbeeqectedtobeused 
in awarof ampletedestruction. He saidwnfidence-buildixg 
masureswererelatedtoxmsurestoinczase securitybetweentheir 
twcwuntries. Butthethbd~tryproblemwasreflecbdbythis 
upsurgeoftemorism,whichwasgenemtedbywuntries feeling 
insecue. Hesaidtheyhadtodo~~thanlimit~,they~t 
ens&ewnfidencebetweentheirtwccountries, andthenmaybethe 
entireinternationalenviroraent~dbemorestable. He said they 
couldprovideanadditionalimpetustcrwardbetterandmore .. 
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S~~said~~dgoanrecordtoI?avthattheBWCwasa 
workingccnvention. He said he did not think it Was beirq violated 
anywhere, andbiological scientistswouldhavetodotheirutmstto 
enhancetheconvmtion. 

saidhe was interestedthat~chvedkwraisedqestions 
about publicly available infomatian in the U.S. on DI. Referring to 
a Wall Street Jou?mal article of Se 17, 1986, Lede&eq said 
hewouldsti.pulatethatthenu&ers were approximately correct and 
showedanincreaseinresearch inthisarea,withspendingat$40 
million in 1986. Ledexberq repeated that this was publicly available 
information, arrdthatthe nature of the facilities atI&gwaywas 
underintensedebate,withclosescrutinybycoqress. He saidthese 
activities Were legal and within the bcmds of the nteaty, yet they 
mustmkethe Swietsveryuneasyaboutthel~-rage intentions of 
theUS. Lederbeq saidmaybetheythoughtthiswas justthetipof 
theiceberg. Yet,heaskedtherntotrytolwkatthepr&lemfram 
the&riericanpointofview, wheretherewasnotthis kirdofopen 
information about Soviet activities. He said in the absence of 
public information, there Was only speculation with a tendency toward 
worst case scenarios, andthisdrwethepromss. Lederbeqsaidhe 
waswo~iedaboutatechnologyracewithinthebouMs of the BE. He 
saidanimportantstep~dbereciprocitywithregardtoprwiding 
information. He said mre, not less, discussion on both sides would 
produce realistic appraisals of edch otherst activities. He said he 
wasalarmedbecauseitwas~turalthatthesenewspaperarticles 
would alarm the Soviet Union and spark Soviet activities, thereby 
feediqintoacycleoftechnologyrace. Hesaidopennessmstbe 
enwuragedbyanunderstandingofthepcssibledisastrousfinal 
consequences. He said there was a greementonthispoint,thatitwas 
reflected inthe ReviewConference in Geneva. 
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If2dabq said he had with him public information about U.S. 

pxgmus which was fairly aqmhensive. Hesaidquestionsmstbe 
addmssednctjustthmughthepress,butthroughproper&annels. 
He saidheagreedgmerallyontherelationshipbeWeen Ewandarms 
control Thepmspectofnuclearannihilationwas theminsourceof 
anxiety, butheworriedthatifnuclear weapons were ccntmlled, 
therewmldbeeasyreccnme tomas wapons ofmassdestmction, 
andtheywrruldbe~logicdllymorereadilya~ilabletoather 
countries. He SaidhehopedtheConventionwasworkirq, but itwas 
not mough that each side lmew it was w~@yirq; each must laxrw that 
theotherwascolnplying. He saidtheyhadtodisccvermreactive 
means of assuriq each other, thmughwhathe termed Qffirmative 
cooperative verification." He said progress wasbeingxnadeinthat 
direction. 

Bennettmadescfmadditionalcmmnts onwhathadappeamdinthe 
P==- Hesaidthenmbers werequiteacaxateandshowedan 
increaseinspeMing. Eut,hepointedoutthatalotofthatmney 
wasforMccines,and~lscaleproductionof~ccineswascostly, 
sojustlw~atthenumbers cculdbemisleadirrg. Hesaidconmrn 
aboutresemchintheU.S.wasalsorelat&to wncernaboutthe 
enviromentalhazardsofthis?zseaxh. Heexplainedthishadenkd 
up intheU.S. ccurts onthatbasis, andunforhmatelynotonthe 
basis of whether these activities were in ccmpliance with the EC. 
~e~saidthisdiscussionpointedoutthattheasymmetryin 
available infomationwas a source of tension. He said he favored 
this idea of affirmative exchange of infomation so we could know 
whateachatherwasdoing. Hesaidtheyneededtotalkaboutwhat 
theyasscierrtistscaulddotobuild~i~inthe~,andhe 
hopedthey~dccm~withcmcrete suggestions atthismeeting. , 

nuningtoa~subject,lXzbininsaidthat50%ofzMates 
pezsistedinthenatural envimment. Hesaidthiswasabiolqical 
point,that~~nartagens~littleelsethanawaytp 
affecthumaninheritance. Hesaidenv' l.rommltal mtagens were 
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relatedto nuclearweaponsbyasbady,gradual,slcx~pmcess. He 
saidtheyuxldbeinccrpoxatedintotheenvirmmntandcmldbe 
laqemmghtoaffectmankind. Hesaidinthatarea,oneneededto 
have methods ofanaly&intcthemMionofman,butthesemethcds 
werenctpracticalbecausetheyre@redhighimestmnts. Hesaid 
six~~~werebeirrgdevelapedforcNAnartagenesis;nane~ 
realistic, but they were in progress axicmldbecaweanareaof 
joint Soviet-knerican research. Shmildthis resear&beachieved,he 
saiditwculdbuildwnfidence. Ten point five pement of newbcms 
werebornwithgeneticdefects. He saidtheycculdaffecthuman 
develwinaccmmn efforttomakenewpeaceeul dmmlopmants. 

saidhesharedanintere&inthisprcblemofcheznicdL 
factors in the envircnmnt, same natural and same frm pollution, and 
ncwtheproblemoftoxins formilitaxyuses. He saidthis research 
shouldbeencouragedandwouldproducepositiveresults. Hesaidthe 
relationshipofthis to ccnfidence-buildiqwas that opennessshould 
Operate internationally ard intranationally. He reiterated that the 
Wall Street Journal article was a matter of public debate, ard they 
couldlearnbytaUcingtoAmericanscientists~theseprograms. 
Hea~therewasdeepinterestinthisareaintheU.S.andthat 
direct measures of rotational changes within the U.S. pcpulation 
wouldbeachievableatlmerccstintenyears. 

Steinbrunercalledattentiontothepeculiar~~ofthis 
problemasan~cantrolprablemasdifferentfrormatherarms 
contrclprcblems. Hesaidthegoadnewswasthattheproblemwas 
almost entirely in the future, if atall. The BEwas inplace, 
therehad&ennorecentmderndayuseofEW, andtherewas only one 
pastim=identthatneededtobecleared~andthathadbegun. He 
saidtheywerepreventingsanusthing,ratherthanhavingtoroll 
a5ionb2thing back. He saidBWarmccnt.mlalsohadadifferent 
characterinthatthe reseax&tite&nolcgical~cwascming 
not outofthemilitary carmrmnity, but out ofthemdicdl cmmnity, 
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whichwascaMu3&qthereseaxhforgoodreasans. Technclogy to 
helpsocietywuldbeusedtohurtit. Hesaidthiswasmixedup 
withcanstructiveworkinawaythatweaponswerenot. He saidthey 
cauldnottrytolimit~logydevelapnentastheydidintheABM 
Treaty* FW&m&altecbniqueswmldbecreatedfornMical 
puposes. Hesaidtheyhadtcgetatintentions,insteadof 
capability, andthisposedavery bigchallenge. He saidqxmness 
andcooperatimweremcessaq, butveryabstract. Theyfacedthe 
problem of brixqixq definitim to these principles that would give 
themmeaning. Steinbnm~saidthatifthetechnolajy-developed 
outsideofmilitaryorganizati~,animportant~tocarrtrolwauld 
bep~~icolofthetransferof~logytomilitary 
organizations. To do so in a credible, verifiable way, they would 
have to depend on rules of how military organizations coMuct 
themselves, anlthatwculdprtthemintothediffemntarm ofhaw 
oneobservesmilitaryaperatianstobesuretheircharacterreflected 
whattheyhadagreedwaslimited. He saidtheywouldhaveto think 
about haw to control the transfer of technology frcm the civilian to 
themilitarysector. 

saidonecriteriontodefinethedividirqlinewas 
secrecy. He said laqe scale conversion of civilian technology to 
themilitarywculdbedoneinsecreq. It was not impossible to 
imagineana~thatthemilitaries~dnotconductBW 
prevention research, butt.hatwouldrequFreenforcement. 

Sverdlovsaidhehada fewwords of camentaxy on the issue of 
cPn==* Hesaidthepmblemwasvasterthanoneofopenness, that 
confidencewastheQ-iterionofconfid~andthatwas avicious 
cycle. Hesaidthepeapleatthismetiqwereoqanizersof 
msearch.Hesaidana greemnt rquired an organizational and 
institutionalme&animtoensure confidence. He saidtheyall 
subscribedtctheideas repressed sc far, butthebigissuewasto 
takeaction. 
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Merzab&xsaidthatgmemmts scmtimf3 made decisions without 
cmsultim~scientists. Hesaidscientiststhmghtthatifanythkq 
WasiJemsbq I it shouldbe studied, regardless of possible 
long-tmllhazards. politicsdidhaveanimpacton scientists. He 
saidPmsidentReaganregax&d biuhchno logyan2geneticengineering 
asareaswheretheSovietsshmldhavelimit&iaccess. Merzabekov 
saidthefirstconfiderm-kuildirqllleasure shouldbetoincrmsethe 
sheernumbers ofpeqle inscierrtificexchanges. Govermmts sought 
advice frcmscientists. HesaidifAmricanscientistshanmnized 
with Soviet scientists, the U.S. gwermen twouldlisten.Merzabekov 
saidtherewasdlwaysthedangeronesidecauldduplicatewfiatthe 
otherwasdoinginitslabs, -this factcouldleadtorestraint. 
He depressed his hope that at Reykjavik the politicians cculd make a 
step forward incmfidence-kuiMingmeasures asasteptmardfurther 
openness. 

Marks offeredsame- refleztions on the cummntsmade so 
far. HeagreedwithSverdlwthat mmuniation must be freer and 
saidthechalkngewashcwto acccrqlishthat. He saidtheyhadto 
understandthedifferences intheculturesinwhichtheykmAed. He 
saidthep;mericans couldprovidetheSwietswithrmre information 
aboutDepa?ztmntofDefensesupportof&robiolcgical research. He 
~ressedtheviewthattheSwietshadnathingtok~lrryaboutso 
long as it was in the qen realm anrl subject to public discussion. 
He said the amunt of comunication between scientists in the U.S. 
was more intimate and rapid than within the U.S.S.R. If this was not 
true,heaskedtobeinformsdandedu~ted. Hesaidthesesteps 
re&redasmni~toa long-temprocess. Neither side had a 
recordofresmtirqtobiological warfare. Eut, he said the 
technologywas evolvingrapidlyandtheyhadawindaw inwhichto 
Tllcrve'expeditiously tmaM full plblic disclosure ardapromssof 
science fully in the mlic eye. Hesaidthisgroupmstmove slowly 
in the area of scientific semimrs to explore admnces. Marks said 
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thatomcauldmt mderstatethep~lemsofdiff-of 
pemeptionduetodifferences in the scientific cultures of their two 
countries. Heremmm&dtheytahaloq-hnuviewofachievimg 
thesegoalsthmughthemtabl-ofcm*ing~~in 
the tw Academies to wssee joint projects. He suggested certain 
areas forcollaboration includhqvauhes arylcancerreseamh. 

Ustinw offered sme remarks on the translation of confidence 
building Imaswxs into specific steps. Hesaidactions shculdbe 
takenatthejunctionof scienceardpolitics. Ustinwsaidthe 
Swietsidemade same step6 attheWiewcOnference, includinga 
pqmsaltohaveagroupofscientificqxrtsdiscussbreakMmughs 
intechnolcgies rel-ttotheBwc. Othersuggestionstheymade 
includedexchangeofdataon~centersundertalurrgbiologicdl 
resear& including location of facilities, and volm ard basic 
thrust of work: and on epidemic breakouts. HesaidtheGenevaforun 
acceptedmanyofthesesuggestionsandtheyweretranslatedintoa 
decisiontoconvene inApril aconference of scientific anA technical 
expertstow~rkcrutthesemasures. UstinwsaidtheSwietswere 
opentotheideas ofotherparties, inc1udingtheU.S. pruposalto 
intensify the publication of reseachrebvanttotheEIwc. Hesaid 
Sverdlw'scalltoccnnpl~theexchangeofideaswithanexchange 
of infonnationwouldbuildconfidence. UstinwsaidtheSwiets 
preempt& the U.S. side at the F&view Conference bypraposingto 
fonrmlateaprotocoltotheCarnrentiontoincludelegdllyb~ 
measmesto imprwecmpliancewiththe~. HesaidtheAmericans 
werethefirsttoapposethispraposdLarditsurprised~~because 
usually the Americans were vigorous in looking for stronger 
verification measures. He said the Americans were not prepared to 
accept~sidea,even~~itwas~rtedbyIreland,pakistan 
andthe socialist countries. He saidiftheywerepreoccup iedwith 
theEWC,thentheymightthinkofitalsointhesetems: That.' 
pramatingitandensuringitseffect~~wasamatterofgoodwill 
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axI of what the U.S., the U.S.S.R. ard the U.X. mxld dc - this 
wmld -world percepticnoftheEIWC. Ustincvsaid itnowhad 
100 or 103 signatories, kmt new there were hesitations to join due to 
internal lrwscms, suchasscmAfricancountriesnctbeirqreadyto 
addzssthewJc. Hesaidtherewassomrelationbebeen themcand 
thenegotiationstcbanchemicalweapons. In 1969, they decided to 
banBwardchemicalweapnsinseparatetreaties. Hesaidthe 
~~~banmaysoonberipeforsignature,buttherewasan 
attitudetowaituntil theerdofthechmical weapons negotiations 
sothat~ofthbseverification~~~dbe~taverify 
thf3Bwc. 

~saidtherewassbmgsentimentthattheBEK:hadbeen 
effective, arid it might be unwise to apen it up and Change it. He 
saidthePmricansmyhave felt that openingthetmatytoadd 
verification measmesmightalsccpenituptonmsures. thatcould 
weaken it. He said itwouldbepxsibletodevelcpmasures to 
stmqthen itwithoutopening it up to discussion and risking 
weaken&g it. 

DrozMwsaidtheprabl~beingdisc=ussedherehad~ 
discussed fmndifferentangles. He said he was a virologist, and 
thiscreated forhimthe imageofusirqviruses asweaponstocaEe 
outbreaks of epidemics. He was glad to learn of the existence of the 
Convention and its effectiveness. He asked hm it could be made 
workable, hew the wcrld public could be given guarantees against 
possible violations. Drozhdw said that reseanherswere responsible 
for the cutccm of their research arditspcssiblemisuse. He said 
msearchwastwc-sided. If scmthingwas ripetobe examined, 
scientists examhed it. He said gene-eng ineeringcculdbebotha 
great benefit ard a great detriment to mankind. He said Bw was not 
realistically applicable today, but it was self-repr&uctive at-d 
self-prcpagating, andunless itwas controlled, itwulddestroy 

. mankid He referred to a Jack Lmdon story, Wzarlet Fever," which 
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msaboutthe destrwtion of society except for twu men. He said one 
ideaheaxdhereforavertbqsuchacatastrophe wastcdevelop 
plmteztianfrcmEIw~vaccines. HesaidpxcducbtocounterBw 
wouldcorrtrilnrtetocanfidencebuil~,andiftheycauldworkfor 
defense, insteadofattack, thiswouldmdifytheminrlsetofthe 
peq3le involved in it. 

Drozhdwsaidhewas frcunthe InstituteofPaliwimses,which 
was open to foreigners and was itself an outgruwth of U.S.-Soviet 
cooperation indevelopiqthevaccine against polio. He saidhis 
institutewas open to all guests and it was necessary that each side 
gototheothersideand~onwhatitwasdo~,ratherthan 
havingto resorttopress reports. He saideachside shouldvisit 
theutherside~slabsandaskquestionsoftheresearchers. That 
kird of cooperationtidbeuseful. Hesaidwhatwasha~naw 
wasthatscientistswere &rnBsingpow#fulfolx!esthatwemhaEito 
control, ardtheirtaskwastogiveh umanitysafeguardsthatthese 
forces~dbeusedforgood,peacefuldevel~,andnottothe 
detrimntofmankird. 

erbercsuggestedtheylookahead. He saidtheymrejust 
startingtolookatprobl~attheboundaryofsciencearrd 
politics. Hesaidtheycculdtakesomeenwuragementfrumprcgress 
attheE%EReviewConf~, includingtheadhccmeetingof experts 
inGenwa inAprilwhichmightcwer samoftheissues theyhave 
beencmcemedabaut. Hesaidlookiqahead,theremightbea 
special role to be played by this gruup. He suggested an extension 
ofthesediscussionsafterthe~t meetinginApril. Lederbery 
invitedtheSwietdelegationt0 continue this discussion in 
Washiqbn at a mutually comerdent time, perhaps in May or June. 

Woodwardsaidthe~~~tproductofthismeetinghadbeen 
theopennessofthediscussionand~idence-buildingbetweenthese 
-groups* Hesaidifthispmcess stqped here, it wmld stop'on 
shallcrwground,sohehapedthere~dbeacontimtatianofthe 
diifllogue. 
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Woodmrdsaidhewuuldfollcwuponxnneofthecmmnk made 

earlier. Hesaidhewaskkre&edininfectiousdkeases,aMnoted 
that $40 million was spent by the U.S. military on infectious 
diseasesresearch. Hesaidtheprcblemwasthatdbeaseslike 
milariadidnct intemsttheircivilian researchers, that their 
purposewastoprutectmilitarypecpleinareaswherethcsedbeases 
persisted. 

Woodmrdsaidthiscmferenceremi&edhim~ Bennett of a 
meeting v-five years ago where they evolved a joint U.S.Japan 
medical cooperative program. Hesaidhecouldthinkof onearea 
where U.S. ~IXI Soviet scientists cculd ccoperatetcbuildconfidence: 
insrrdll~,whichhad~eradicatedexceptfmmprimatesin 
Africa. Woodward said the U.S. had stapped inununization against 
soallpox. Hesaidtheywuldagreetodcawayentirelywiththe 
smallpoxvaccination, andthiswas anexampleofhcwtotakealittle 
step~Progress* He saidhedidImcwthatmi.litaxyresearchhad 
helped the civilian sector, sotheyweretalkingaboutatweway 
streetasfarasmilitaryresearchwascmxemed. 

Sverdlwsaidhewculdoffersamcmcluding remarks for the 
first day. Hesaidtheir~ionhadbeenqen,candidaM 
fri&y. He said the plan was to talk about joint reseaxh PW 
the followingday, but they had starkdonthattcday. He suggested 
thatthenextdaytheystartthinkig in institutional terms abut 
confidencebuildingmeamres. He said Marks had made a suggestion 
similartooneofhisawn, andwhichhehaddiscussedwith 

* * Cv&mukw Svexdlwsaidtherewasaverygccdstartingpointin . 
launchig U.S.-Swiet joint ccmmittees to organize ccoperative 
pmj=b s-i-==, and cmmittees. He saidthediscussionshadkeen 
usefulandthqhadh~ a seriesofinterestingspecific 
sugyestions. Hethankedweryme forauseful dayofdiscussions. 

agreed, saying it had been an exemplary discussion. He 
said itwas anhistmical wenttogetwell-known scientists tc' 
discuss these issues at the border of science ~IXA politics. He said 
thisdayalonewasan cutcme that justified the effort involved. 
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sverdlw thank& the iderpreters for their good work. The 

~ingadjournedforthedayardresux& at lo:30 a.m. on Thursday, 
October 9. 

SVerdlW0penedt.h Thursday session, say-that Dr. Nikiforov 
hadbeeninvitedbyL&&xrg andmrk3taaddress -sn=JP. 
Nikiforcnrwas the immeaiate~ysicianatstrerdlwskdurixqthe 
anthrax outbreak. SverdlwsaidNikiforuvdidnutbringhis slides, 
buttheycculdbebroqhthere. HeaskedLed&xqwhathepreferred 
todo. Iede&e.?gsaid itUdbebette.rifNikiforovbroughthi~ 
slides. Sverdlw said it was agreed then that Nikiforov's slides 
wouldbebrougfithereand~letheywaited,they~dSt2Vtonthe 
discussion of specific measwzs of confidence-building. He asked 
Lederbeqifhewishedtomakeanyremarks. 

thanked sverdlw. He saidconfidence-buildingmeasures 
fellintotwocategories. Thefirstwasstepsspecificallyrelated 
to=JPrograms* He saidtheyalso fullyurderstccdthe importance of 
mre general medsures of scientific ccqeration to impme the 
qualityandeffectiveness of medical research. Lederberqsaidthey 
prabablywantedto~~toftheirtimetodaydiscussingthe 
second category. He said itwasunfo~tethattheylived ina 
worldwheretheyhadtodiscuss this,because science ideally should 
have no national bounds. He said there was, of course, individual 
ccqetitiveness, butthatwasnota serious problem. Hesaidthe 
interminglirg of the pursuit of science with national vtition and 
rivalqwasthe source oftheprablem. In regard to military 
applications of science, Lederberg said itwouldbedesirableto 
reversethetreds ofthelastlo-l5years. He saidtheymtdo 
thisina~sefashionandstartwiththosethingsthatwould 
have'theleast resistance tithewidest appeal-duet0 their 
humanitarian significance. He~edfocusingonsubjectswith 
thesefeatures: a)prqramsstressingmedicalproblemsofbroad 
signifiwnce; b) prcgrams with true reciprocity, wherebothsides 
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would bring ScmethirrJ of equal sigr'%ance axximagnitude. Lederbel?g 
reiteratedthatiftheypmxededinthismanner, theymuldbeleast 
likely to counter resistance in the U.S., adhe saidhethought 
there were probably similar sentiments in the U.S.S.R. Lederberg 
saidtheyshouldof ccurseworkonthingsofinterestandimportance 
inwhichtherewaseag~ to participate on b&h sides. He said 
his~~wasobviaus,butservedasagoodguidelinefortheFr 
discussion. 

Sverdlwsaidhewasstruckbythedegreeofcoincidenceof 
philosophyofhimselfandLede&eq. HesaidMierbeq'sthcughts 
wereEmarkablysilnilar tctheideashehadwrittendcwnin 
preparation for today's ducussions. He told a story of a F&s&m 
general practitioner of thelastcenturywhoalwaysturnedawayfrm 
acemteqwhenhercde past it, -1ai.ni.q that he was ashamed 
becausemany inthatcemteryhadbeenhispatients. Sverdlw said 
theirshamasmedicscouldbereducedby cooperating on medical 
problems. He saidLederberghadablyexpressedthatcmcentrated 
scientific programs couldhelpa&iwemedi~,biological andhumar 
goals, aswellasbuildcmfidence. 

sVerdlwsaidhewauldreadhispreparednotes,~chwere 
interesting in that they were so close to LedW's lFefrL%ks. 
Sverdlwsaidthefirstmquimmmtof cooperation was that there be 
just a smllmnberofwellthought-cutprcgrams. Second, they must 
berelevanttothet~andhumanistic,theoppositeofBWin 
substance, operating uMer the slogan qlbiology for the benefit of 
mankind" ~,theymustbeprestigious,attractingserious . 
scientists, ardtheymustbe successful projects. He saidthe 
programmustbewellfinanced,arrdthereshculdbebonusesard 
incentivestoattractthebests&olars. Thoseinvolvedmstrealize 
thattheyweretoadmncebuthscimce -politics, a133 itwas hard 
tos.aywfiichwasmoreimpo~. He saidscientistst persoml 
ambitionsmustbe inharmonywiththeprojectandtheymstredlize 


